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know what? I remember now why we
put Democrats in charge when we
wanted to take care of people, because
they create programs like Medicare,
and Republicans want to eliminate
them.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
CANSECO) having assumed the chair,
Mr. WOMACK, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 1216) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to convert funding
for graduate medical education in
qualified teaching health centers from
direct appropriations to an authoriza-
tion of appropriations, had come to no
resolution thereon.

———————

THE WINNERS OF THE NASA AER-
ONAUTICS SCHOLARSHIP AWARD

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
two individuals from my district who
were recently selected to receive
NASA’s Aeronautics Scholarship
Award—Khalil Ramadi and Robert
Schroeder, both of whom are students
of Penn State University.

The Aeronautics Scholarships Pro-
gram, which is in its fourth year, aids
students enrolled in fields related to
aeronautics and aviation studies. These
gentlemen are two of 25 undergradu-
ates and graduate students selected
from hundreds of applicants from
across the country to receive aero-
nautics scholarships.

Robert and Khalil will have the op-
portunity to intern with NASA re-
searchers and to directly work on
projects such as managing air traffic
more efficiently and improving safety.
They will be part of a nationwide team
of researchers that is pursuing an am-
bitious set of aeronautics technology
development goals.

Their hard work has gotten them to
this point, and through this award,
they will now play an even bigger part
in contributing to our Nation’s pursuit
of solutions for some of the most press-
ing challenges facing the air transpor-
tation systems today.

I want to thank Khalil and Robert for
their hard work and dedication. Con-
gratulations on receiving this honored
distinction.

——
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Mary-
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land (Mr. BARTLETT) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to spend just a few moments
putting the debate that we are having
on Medicare in perspective.

This year, our budget deficit will be
close to $1.6 trillion. That is a really
big number. Well, what does it mean?
Well, it means that about every 6
hours—as a matter of fact, a little less
than that—we accumulate another $1
billion deficit that adds another $1 bil-
lion to our debt.

This $1.6 trillion is, as a matter of
fact, about a half trillion dollars more
than all the money that we come here
to vote to spend. We spend the better
part of 12 months debating a large
number of authorizing bills and voting
the appropriations bills to spend just a
little over $1 trillion. Our deficit is $1.6
trillion. That means it’s about a half
trillion dollars more than all the
money we vote to spend. What that
means, Mr. Speaker, is that if we had
no military—just don’t fund it, send all
the service people home—if we had no
Department of Education, no Depart-
ment of Commerce, if we emptied all of
those large buildings full of govern-
ment bureaucrats, we would still have
about a half trillion dollar deficit.
What that means of course is that
there is no chance, no opportunity of
balancing the budget by cutting spend-
ing in all of those programs that we
spend the better part of a year debat-
ing here.

Well, if that wouldn’t balance a budg-
et, what then must we do? It’s very
clear that if the deficit is about a half
trillion dollars more than all the
money we vote to spend, that a lot of
the spending that accumulates this def-
icit is in programs that we don’t vote
to spend money on. These are programs
that pay the interest on the debt,
that’s kind of mandatory spending—if
you don’t do that you’re in big trou-
ble—and it’s Medicare and Medicaid
and Social Security.

And so in this debate on Medicare,
it’s not just the Medicare Trust Fund
that we’re talking about that will go
bankrupt—it will because today and
every day, with no time out for holi-
days or weekends, 10,000 of our baby
boomers retire and they stop paying
into these funds and they start drawing
from these funds. And so as we debate
this subject, we need to remember that
it’s bigger than Medicare, that even if
you could agree that Medicare will
somehow magically be solvent, it real-
ly won’t matter if we have a country
that’s bankrupt, will it? Because you
can’t have a Medicare program in a
country that has no government be-
cause it has gone bankrupt, and that’s
what is going to happen if we don’t get
a handle on this debt. And it’s a huge
problem.

Our leadership on our side of the
aisle worked very hard to keep the
promise that was made during the cam-
paign of cutting $100 billion from
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spending this year. That’s a lot of
money to cut. But even if we had cut
the $100 billion, that would have been
one-sixteenth of the deficit. But it
turned out to be an amazing dis-
appearing $100 billion. It shrunk to $61
billion, then it shrunk to $38 billion,
and then when CBO looked at the ac-
tual outlays this year of how much we
would save, it shrunk to $352 million.
That is, Mr. Speaker, about one-third
of 1 percent of what we promised. And
even if we had delivered what we prom-
ised, $100 billion, that would have been
roughly 6 percent of the deficit, one-
sixteenth of the deficit.

So when we talk about these indi-
vidual programs, it’s nice to keep in
perspective the overall picture of
where we are. If you are excited by
challenges, you will be exhilarated by
this challenge because this is a huge,
huge challenge that our country faces.

We now are about a decade into a
new century and a new millennium.
And it’s interesting to look back at the
last century and ask ourselves what
was probably the most important
speech given in the last century. Now if
you were to ask that question of 100
people, probably not one of them would
cite the speech that I'm going to tell
you tonight was the most important
speech of the last century, but I think
that if you were to ask that question 10
or 15 years from now, that almost all of
those 100 people would tell you that
this speech is probably the most impor-
tant speech of the last century. It was
given on the eighth day of March in
1956 by a man named Marion King
Hubbert—generally known as M. King
Hubbert—to a group of oil people in
San Antonio, Texas.

At that time, the United States was
king of oil. We were the first major in-
dustrialized nation in the world. We
were pumping more oil, we were using
more oil, we were exporting more oil
than any other country in the world.
And M. King Hubbert told this group of
oil specialists that in just 14 years—by
1970—the United States would reach its
maximum oil production, that no mat-
ter what they did after that, oil pro-
duction in this country would fall off.
That was audacious, it was unbeliev-
able—as a matter of fact, it wasn’t be-
lieved. M. King Hubbert was relegated
to the lunatic fringe. How could it be
that a country that had discovered this
much oil, was king of oil, producing
more oil, consuming more oil, export-
ing more o0il than any other country in
14 years is going to reach its maximum
production and then fall off?

You know, if you stop to think about
it, oil one day will run out, won’t it? I
started asking myself that question a
lot of years ago when I was teaching
school, and I taught a class in biology,
and all of the publishers would send me
their textbook hoping that I would use
it in my class and they could sell it to
the members of the class.
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And I remember I was asking myself
the question, you know, oil can’t be
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